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to produce, it's just that we proposed a stipulated protective 
order that would protect those documents . 

Mr. Simmons said that he didn't have time to review 
that adequately, so I said, until we have a protective order in 
place, will you agree to hold the documents on an 
attorneys -eyes -only-basis. 

He refused to do that, because he said at some point or 
another he has to have the ability to show our confidential 
documents to his client. And Mr. Simmons may have been 
practicing law longer than me, but in every case that I have 
ever seen, there's been a protective order, and the protective 
orders are specifically to prevent one client's confidential 
information from being shown to the defendant. 

And think about it this way: In a trade secret case, 
we're accusing the defendants of improperly taking information, 
doing it the wrong way. What Mr. Simmons is asking us to do is 
to provide information to them the right way; in other words, 
the information they couldn't get the wrong way, he wants to be 
able to just show to them. That we say we can't do. 

We have to have a protective order in place to protect 
confidential information, and I simply propose that until we 
have one, he accept the documents on an 

attorneys-eyes-only-basis, in which case he could have had the 
documents on the 12th. They're ready to go, they're sitting 
there ready to be produced. 
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required to write it 100 times on the blackboard. 

Which is another way of saying, work it out. Discovery 
orders are common. It's also not uncommon, Mr. Simmons, if you 
have to have the paper before you have the discovery order, to 
enter into an attorneys eyes only until you do get the -- 

MR. SIMMONS: That's what I was going to say. 

THE COURT: -- protective order. 

MR. SIMMONS: Your Honor, I did offer that, and I told 
him that he had to understand that if I agreed to that, then I 
reserved the right to come back and get that lifted. And that's 
where we hung up and stopped negotiating. 

THE COURT: Now, what's going to be turned over under 
the protective order is another question entirely. I do not 
expect Morgan to be turning over its business secrets in 
discovery, even under a protective order. 

MR. SIMMONS: I don't want those. But I do want 
anything that refers to my client and stuff they say that she 
impacted or touched or anything else. 

THE COURT: Well, that's something you can work out. 

Now, here are my rulings, which I want you to -- you 
can present me with a revised temporary restraining order, 
revised as we have worked out here in court, and an order that 
releases the bond. 

You can -- Mr. Simmons, you may take the motion for 
expedited discovery to be granted in part; that is, that the 
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